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REMARKS 


The Examiner indicates that the instant application contains claims directed to more than 
one species of the generic invention and requires Applicants to elect a single species of ATPase 
for examination. In particular. Claim 70 recites "a variety of ATPases." With respect to "a 
variety of ATPases" in Claim 70, Applicants hereby elect CENP-E as a species for examination, 
while retaining their right to rejoinder. Applicants re^ectfuUy remind the Examiner that upon 
allowance of Claim 70^ ^plicants are entitled to consideration of claims to additional species 
ie.g„ kinesin and Tl-gamma). 

In addition, Applicants hereby amend Claims 37, 72 and 73 and enter new Claims 74-76. 
in order to fiirther the prosecution of the present application and Applicants* business interests, 
yet without acquiescing to the Examiner's arguments. Applicants reserve the right to prosecute 
the original, similar, or broader claims in one or more future ^plication(s). Support for new 
Claims 74-76 is found, for example, in Table 2 of the ^plication as filed, which provides results 
of testing adiociasulfate on activity of CENP-E, kinesin and TI gamma among other ATPases 
(Specification, at page SO). Thus, no new matter has hten introduced. 


Should the Examiner believe a telephone interview would aid in the prosecution of this 
application. Applicants encourage the Examiner to call the imdersigned collect before the 
mailing of a further Office Action. 


Conclusion 
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